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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

This action is in response to amendments field on 1 1/25/2009, wherein the 
examiner acknowledges that claims 20 & 21 have been amended, no new claims have 
been added or canceled; consequently, claims 20-37 are currently pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 20-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
McCrea, in view of Soltys et al. (US Patent Publication 2003/0087696). 

Claim 20: McCrea discloses gaming equipment for table game which uses 
playing cards, wherein each card is encoded with an imprint value, said equipment 
includes a gaming table with areas for placement of playing cards (figure 1 , element 
220), a first card recognition unit for sensing the encoded imprint value of each card as 
it is drawn face down from a deck of playing cards (col. 6: 37-58 & col. 13-14: 58-1 1, 
wherein McCrea disclose a camera taking pictures of the cards being dealt), a second 
card recognition unit, independent of the first card recognition unit, for sensing the 
encoded imprint values of the cards after the cards have been drawn from the deck of 
cards (col. 14: 12-43, wherein McCrea discloses a second camera taking pictures of 
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cards being put back into the shuffler), and a comparison unit for comparing the imprint 
values sensed by the first and second card recognition units respectively, and providing 
an indication in the event that the imprint values sensed by the second card recognition 
unit, after the card has been drawn from the deck, do not match the imprint values 
sensed by the first card recognition unit, when the card was drawn from the deck (col. 
15: 6-30, wherein McCrea compares the image from camera one and camera two to 
prevent any cards from being added or subtracted). 

However, McCrea, fails to disclose the second card recognition unit sensing the 
value of each card, after the card has been drawn and before further cards are drawn 
from the deck. In an analogous art, Soltys et al., who teaches a system for monitoring 
playing and wagering in a casino game, further teaches a second card recognition unit 
that sense the value of each card after the card has been drawn from the deck and 
before further cards are drawn (0012, teaches a sensor on the game table when the 
player places the card). It would have been obvious for one with ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to have modified the game monitoring system disclosed by 
McCrea, with an alternative sensor on the game table, as taught by Soltys et al., thus 
providing an enchanted automated security to gaming establishments and prevent 
cheating (0014). 

Claim 21 : The combination of McCrea and Soltys et al. teaches a card shoe 
for storage of playing cards and for distribution of playing cards, which are drawn face 
down from the shoe and placed on the gaming table (McCrea, col. 13: 32-35). 
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Claims 22 & 23: The combination of McCrea and Soltys et al. teaches that 
the first card recognition unit is associated with the card shoe, for sensing the encoded 
imprint value of each playing card as it is drawn from the shoe (McCrea, figure 13 & col. 
13-14: 58-1 1 , wherein the sensor senses when a card is being pulled from the shoe and 
captures an image of the card). 

Claim 24: The combination of McCrea and Soltys et al. teaches a second 
card recognition unit configured to sense the encoded imprint values of cards face up 
on the gaming table (Soltys et al., figure 13 & 0069-0070). 

Claim 25: The combination of McCrea and Soltys et al. teaches a second 
card recognition unit configured to sense the encoded imprint values of cards face down 
on the gaming table (McCrea, col. 7: 42-53). 

Claim 26: The combination of McCrea and Soltys et al. teaches the gaming 
table having multiple player sectors for respective players (McCrea, figure 2, elements 
Pa-Pe), the equipment further comprises a player bet control unit and a player game 
control unit in each player sector (McCrea, figure 2, element 210 & col. 6: 14-20). 

Claim 27: The combination of McCrea and Soltys et al. teaches each player 
bet control unit comprising a control panel for entering commands pertaining to the 
player's bets (McCrea, figure 2, element 210, wherein players place the chip they wish 
to wager). 

Claims 28 & 30: The combination of McCrea and Soltys et al. teaches 
gaming equipment for table game which uses playing cards. The combination of 
McCrea and Soltys et al. also teaches player bet control unit comprising, a control panel 
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for entering operating commands pertaining to the player's bets. However, the 
combination of McCrea and Soltys et al. fails to teach a touch sensitive panel for player 
input. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to have implemented a touch screen instead of buttons or other such input 
devices, since it is well known in the art that touch screen are less prone to mechanical 
wear and tear that is common to buttons. 

Claims 29 & 31 : The combination of McCrea and Soltys et al. teaches each 
player game control unit comprises a control panel for displaying and entering operating 
commands pertaining to the player's decisions regarding play of the game (McCrea, 
figure 2, wherein players are dealt cards to play Black Jack and player's decision 
regarding the play of blackjack is entered). 

Claim 32 & 33: The combination of McCrea and Soltys et al. teaches the 
gaming table having a dealer sector and a credit control unit in the dealer sector, 
wherein player's bets are displayed for the dealer (McCrea, figure 2 & figure 4). 

Claims 34-36: The combination of McCrea and Soltys et al. teaches the 
gaming table having dealer sector a players' commands visualization unit in the dealer 
sector (McCrea, figure 2, wherein players are dealt cards to play Black Jack and 
player's decision regarding the play of Black Jack is entered, i.e. hit or stay or double 
down etc.). 

Claim 37: The combination of McCrea and Soltys et al. teaches that the cards 
are encoded with imprint values in human readable form, and the first and second card 
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recognition units sense the human readable encoded imprint values of the cards 
(McCrea, figures 3 & 13). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed on 1 1/25/2009 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Regarding the applicant's arguments on page 6 that McCrea discloses a second 
camera in the card shoe, and thus will not able to detect a mismatch in the game until 
the end of the game, the examiner agrees with the applicant. However McCrea's 
deficiencies are corrected by Soltys et al., who teaches a system for monitoring playing 
and wagering in a casino game, further teaches a second card recognition unit that 
sense the value of each card after the card has been drawn from the deck and before 
further cards are drawn (0012). Soltys et al. teaches a sensor under the game table 
where the player places the card, and the sensor detects the card during the play. Thus 
the combination of McCrea and Soltys et al., teaches all of the limitations of the claims. 

In the rejection above, the examiner has cited particular figures, paragraphs, 
columns and line numbers from the references, as applied to the claims above, for the 
convenience of the applicant. Although the specified citations are representative of the 
teachings in the art and are applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, 
other passages and figures may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the 
applicant, in preparing the responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as 
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potentially teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the 
passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed by the examiner. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SUNIT PANDYA whose telephone number is (571 )272- 
2823. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 8 - 5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Dmitry Suhol can be reached on 571-272-4430. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



Application/Control Number: 10/596,491 Page 8 

Art Unit: 3714 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/JAMES S. MCCLELLAN/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3714 
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